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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is response to communications: application, filed 05/05/2002; amendment 
filed 03/10/2006. Claims 1-20 are pending 

Applicant's arguments filed 03/10/2006 have been fiiUy considered, they are persuasive. 
The previous rejections is withdrawn 

Claim rejections-35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or descry 
bed as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 

prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 

person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 

the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over A 
Chinta et al. (U.S. 6,879,995) in view of Wong et al. (U.S. 6,226,659) 
In referrins to claim 12. which is exemplary of claims 13-14: 

Chinta discloses the invention substantially as claimed, including a method, apparatus 
and system, which can be implemented in a computer hardware or software code for for 
performing message logging for networked applications running on an application server, 
comprising: 
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A processor: (Chinta discloses a web server, which must include a processor to 
implement a program: column 1, lines 31-52). 

Memory coupled to the processor: (Chinta discloses "database" which is equivalent to 
"memory": column 1, lines 31-52) 

Server application builds a page comprising a object control information, and an initial 
status of the object, send the page to a client: (Chinta discloses from a web browser, a client 
launches a request for a service to application server such as selecting "a particular application 
component" which is equivalent to "an object control information". The application component 
is executed by various different application servers; the average of response time for those 
application servers is screened in order to determine the most efficiency application: column 11, 
lines 26-44; column 13, lines 34-49; column 14, lines 1-17; column 8, lines 64-67; column 9, 
lines MO) 

However, Chinta does not explicitly disclose queues a change in the status 

In analogous art, Wong discloses report queue is automatically generated and stored by 
report server: (abstract, lines 1-16) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Wong's ideas of queuing reports with Chinta's system in order 
to provide efficient reporting system 

Claims 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over 
Harrison (U.S. 6,901,582) in view of Chinta et al. (U.S. 6,879,995) 

In referrin2 to claim 9: 
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Harrison discloses a method and apparatus for performing message logging for 
networked applications running on an application server, comprising: 

An object; A script application to detect the object in the page, inform the client 
application of the object, inform the client application of the object; displaying the status: 
(Harrison discloses monitoring system for monitoring the performance of a computer sytem; the 
monitoring system incorporates a graphical user interface representative of an application's 
fundamental components and their interaction: column 2, lines 1-67) 

However, Harrison does not explicitly disclose polling a server for a status of the object 

In analogous art, Chinta discloses the application server receives a user Datagram 
Protocol message from client for polling request status: (column 16, lines 64-67; column 17, 
lines 1-16) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Chinta's ideas of polling request status Harrison's system in 
order to provide an efficient monitoring system 

In re f err ins to claim 10: 

In addition to rejection in claim 9, Harrison-Chinta, further discloses the script 
application is interpreted by a browser: (Chinta discloses a client runs a web browser. The client 
may communicate directly with an application server via "Java Bean, Java Servlets. . .etc." those 
program languages are script languages used to build application programs : column 1, lines 31- 
36; column 7, lines 38-42; column 8, lines 28-35, lines 52-67; colunm 9, lines 1-10) 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/091 ,329 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2152 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Chinta's ideas of polling request status Harrison's system in 
order to provide an efficient monitoring system 

Claims 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-paten table over Harrison- 
Chinta in view of Robert et al. (U.S. 6,754,693) 

In referrins to claim 11: 

In addition to rejection in claim 9, Harrison-Chinta, but does not explicitly teach wherein 
the client application is further receiving the status from the server and find a method in the 
script application associated with the object to execute 

However, Roberts discloses method of updating the visual content of user's browser. 
Robert discloses the Script language is used for communication between a service applet and 
user's applet such as transmitting the changes to the user applet for displaying at user computer: 
abstract, lines 9-11; column 5, lines 4-11, lines 4-39) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Roberts's ideas of using script language for updating changes to 
the user with Harrison-Chinta' s system in order to be able to monitor the communication event 
currently, see (Roberts: column 4, lines 39-45) 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over Chinta et 
al. (U.S. 6,879,995) in view of LiVecchi et al. (U.S. 2001/0018701), further in view of Zhao et 
al. (U.S. 6,799,213) 

In referrins to claim L which is exemplary of claims 5 and 8: 
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Chinta discloses a method and apparatus for performing message logging for networked 
applications running on an application server, comprising: 

Sending a request for an operation selected from a page to a server: (Chinta discloses the 
client runs a v^eb browser such as the Netscape Navigator or Microsoft Internet Explorer Web 
browsers. From the client web browser, client sends "a request" which is equivalent to "a request 
for an operation" to "a web server" which is equivalent to "a server": column 7, lines 38-41) 

The page is displayed by a browser interpreting data and control information in the page: 
(Chinta discloses the client runs a web browser which contents "application components" which 
is equivalent to "control information" built up by CGI script program: column 7, lines 38-41 ; 
column 22, lines 1-10) 

However, Chinta does not explicitly discloses receiving a verification whether request 
has received or not yet 

However, LiVecchi discloses a server sends "acknowledgement" which is equivalent to 
"a verification" to a client to indicate that request receiving completes successfully: (LiVecchi: 
page 3, paragraph [0026], lines 29-31) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine LiVecchi's ideas of sending acknowledgement to the client for 
indicate that request receiving completes successfully wdth Chinta' s system in order to be able to 
establish communication connection without creating a protocol error, see (LiVecchi: column 4, 
lines 29-31) 

Howevever, Chinta- LiVecchi does not discloses executing an application identified by 
the page to poll the server for a result of the operation; and receiving the result of the operation 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/091 ,329 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2152 

Zhao discloses the communication between a client web browser and web server. The 
client sends a request for establish the connection to an application server, then the requesting 
thread polls for "response" which is equivalent to "result" from the application server: column 8, 
lines 45-50; column 9, lines 1-14) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Zhao's ideas of polling for result with Chinta- LiVecchi's 
system in order to be able to complete establishing communication connection, see (Zhao: 
column 8, lines 45-50) 

In referrins to claims 3-^ and 6-7: 

In addition to rejection in claims 1 and 5, Chinta - LiVecchi- Zhao, further discloses: 
Interpret the application to poll the server for the result of the operation (Zhao discloses 
the communication between a client web browser and application server, then the requesting 
thread polls for "response" which is equivalent to "result" from the application server: colunm 8, 
lines 45-50; column 9, lines 1-14) 

Wherein the page comprises a link to the application: (Chinta discloses CGI program 
language is used to generate "HTLM content" which is equivalent to "the link to the 
application". Response to user selected command, the CGI program executes the request and 
retum results back to client browser: column 1, lines 31-52) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine Zhao's ideas of polling for result with Chinta- LiVecchi's system in order 
to be able to monitor current status of services, see (Chinta: column 5, lines 14-17) 
In referrins to claim 2. the limitation: 
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In addition to rejection in claims 1 and 5, Chinta - LiVecchi- Zhao, further discloses the 
result of the operation displaying in the page: (Chinta discloses CGI program executes the user's 
request, and then returns "the output of program" which is equivalent to "result of operation" to 
"web browser" which is equivalent to "the page": column 1, lines 31-52) 

Claims 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Chinta et 
al (U.S. 6,879,995) in view of Perholtz et al. (U.S. 5,732,212) 

In referrins to claim 15, which is exemplary of claims 16, 17, 18, 19 and 20: 

Chinta discloses a method and apparatus for performing message logging for networked 
applications running on an application server, comprising: 

An object: (Chinta discloses an application server receives from a client a particular 
"application component" which is equivalent to "an object". The application server determines 
the appropriate component, executes and returns the results to the client: column 8, lines 66-67; 
column 9, lines 1-4; column 23, lines 9-15) 

A script application to detect the object in the page, inform the client application of the 
object: (Chinta discloses a client computer runs a web browser.The client may communicate 
direcdy with an application server via "Java Bean, Java Servlets. . .etc." those languages 
implement application programs by scripts. When the user selects particular application 
component, the CGI program executes the appropriate component and returns the results to the 
client: column 1, lines 31-36; column 7, lines 38-42; column 8, lines 28-35, lines 52-67; column 
9, lines 1-10). 

However Chinta does not explicitly disclose fetching a history of status of the object 
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Perholtz discloses method for maintaining and displaying history of status information, 
see (Perholtz: colunm 6, lines 26-49) 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made combine Perholtz' s ideas of storing and displaying history of status 
information with Chinta's system in order to provide conveniences for computer users such as 
analyzing system processing, and reviewing, see, (abstract: lines 1-12) 



Conclusions 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lan-Dai Thi Truong whose telephone number is 571-272-7959. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday from 8:30am to 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob A. Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571-272-3913. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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